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HE following Letters, with the an- 
nexed Remarks, were occafioned 
by a Sermon, delivered, by the 
Rev. Mr. Bancroft, on the goth of 
November laſt ; the object of 
which was, to uſe his own words, 

& to prove the doftrine of irreſpective decrees abfurd, 

irrational, and antichriſtian.“ 

He entered upon the diſcuſſion of this important 
ſubject, under che influence of a degree of prejudice, 
which, according to. his own declaration, was abſo- 
lutely proof againſt all arguments, which could be 
drawn from the Bible, even if they amounted to a 
demoaſtration that the doctrine of decrees was a doc- 
trine of the Goſpel ; For, in this cafe, as his dernier 
reſort, he & would relinquiſh all the conſolations of 
Chriſtianity,” 
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ſuming. 


Inder the influence of this pertinacious adherence 
to his own ſentiments, he propoſed, as he fays, to 
conſider thoſe paſſages of ſcripture, which are ad- 
duced the ofteneſt, and as the fulleſt authority, in 
ſupport of the doctrine of election. But, inſtead of 
this, he barely introduced two or three detached paſ- 
ſages, palming upon his hearers a forced, however it 
might be a plauſible, conſtruttion of them, and keep- 
ing their connexion out of ſizht ; which, if exhibit- 
ed, mult have evinced the fallacy of his reaſoning. 

In the courſe of his Sermon, he introduced ſome 


very ſevere and unjuſt refle&ions upon thoſe, whoſe 


ſentiments he was oppoſing ; and, as I thought, in the 
moſt glaring manner, miſrepreſented their ideas. 

This treatment of a ſubject ſo intereſting, whether 
his ſentiments were right or wrong, I could not but 
conſider as very great injuſtice, both to the cauſe of 
truth, and to thoſe on the oppoſite fide of the queſ- 
tion. That this injuſtice might be detected and ex- 
poſed, I requeſted a copy of the Sermon for the 
preſs : But it was refuſed. 

I then felt myſelf at liberty to remark upon the 
Diſcourſe, with freedom, in a private Letter. But 
this freedom, it ſeems, has given great offence ; and 
my condutt has been condemned, as inſolent and af- 

Many ſevere obſervations, I am perſuaded, have 
been made, by ſome, who have never ſeen the Let- 
ter, perhaps never heard the Sermon, and are very 
ignorant of the contents of both. From ſuch, as 
they are always ready to give their opinion, without 
knowing the merits of the cauſe, I neither expect, 

| nor 


nor wiſh for mercy. If bigot had not become 2 ap- 
propriate term, for thoſe of Calviniſtick ſentiments, I 
ſhould ſuppoſe it not inapplicable to them. Ready 
to receive whatever comes from the lips of their min- 
iſter, as infallible truth, they give therpſelves no troub- 
le, in examining the ſentiments he advances, but cen- 
ſure every abj<Aion, thrown in his way, as arrogant 
and abuſive. And, though their bitter and unprovok- 
ed invectives and mifrepreſentations, have induced 
me to bring this pamphlet before the publick, they 
may be aſſured, that I neither expect nor hope, that 
they will ever read it; or, if they ſhould, that their 
opinion of my conduct will be altered. | 

But, there are others, on both ſides of the queſ- 
tion, who are diſpoſed to examine and decide with 
candour. To the ſevereſt inveſtigation of ſuch, I 
cheerfully ſubmit my conduct, in this inſtance : For, 
from them, I have nothing to fear. If 1 deſerve 
their cenſure, I am willing to receive it. But, that 
they may not judge and condemn me upon wrong 
information, is my objett, in ſubmitting this publica- 
tion to their inſpettion. And I am perſuaded, that, 
whatever their opinion of my conduct may be; or 
whatever their ſentiments, reſpecting the doctrine in 
queſtion ; they wall, at leaſt, agree with me, that Mr. 
Baneroft did very little towards proving it io be ci- 
ther abſurd, irrational, or antichriſtian. 
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Mr. WoRrCESTER to the Rev. Mr. Bancrorrt. 


MR. Worceſter very reſpe&fully preſents his com- 
pliments to the Rev. Mr. Bancroft, and requeſts a 
copy of his Sermon, delivered yeſterday, in the fore- 
noon, for the preſs. . 

The ſubjeRt, as it reſpects the character of God and 
the happineſs of Man, is, doubtleſs, of vaſt impor- 
tance ; and, it is believed, the publication of the Ser- 
mon may, eventually, very much ſubſerve the cauſe 
of truth, and the intereſt of religion. 

If Mr. Bancroft will furniſh a copy, Mr. Worceſ- 
ter engages, that it ſhall be neatly and accurately 
printed ; and he will return one hundred printed 
copies for the manuſcript. It is his wiſh, however, 
that no e//entzal alterations“ may be made, in the mode 
of expreſſion ; nor in the arguments adduced, unleſs 


it be by enlargement. 
Moxpay MorNinc, Dec. 1, 1794. 


LETTER 
eilt appears to me very ſurpriſing, that this expreſſion ſhould have been ſo 


miſrepreſented, as to be made to imply, that I was ſo extremely ungenerous, as 
not to be willing that Mr, Bancroft ſhould make the leaſt alteration ; not even ſo 
much as to correct a grammatical error. No ſuch thing is expreſſed, or even 


implied. It was, indeed, that Sermon, and not one eſſentially different, a copy of 


which I wanted, But, the expreſſion itſelf clearly ſuppoſes, that I was willing 
any neceſſary correction ſhould be made, which did not materially alter it, 1 


was willing, too, that there ſhould be additions, which, doubtleſs, would have 
given Mr, Bancroft an opportunity to illuſtrate any expreſſion, which he might 


ſuppoſe would be thought particularly exceptionable, 
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E r N T II. 


Rev. Mr. BAN cRO TT to Mr. WORCESTER. 


MR. Bancroft preſents compliments to Mr. Wor- 
ceſter, and acknowledges his propoſal, as a printer, to 
be generous. He informs, that the Sermon, deliver- 
ed on Sunday morning, was one of a number on the 
evidences of Chriſtianity, the doctrines of the goſpel, 
&c. Mr. Bancroft has not a wiſh to conceal the ſen- 
timents, diſguiſe the arguments, or eſſentially alter 
the expreſſions, of that diſcourſe : But he thinks the 
application of an individual will not, in the publick 
mind, be a ſufficient apology, for his appearing as a 
writer on controverſial divinity. 

Leſt Mr. Worceſter ſhould ſuppoſe the diſcourſe 
pointed, Mr. Brancroft aſſures him, that he was igno- 
rant of Mr. Auſtin's abſence, and, of courſe, did not 
expet any of his ſociety would hear it, till he approach- | 
ed the place of worſhip. | 

 TunsDar, zd Dec. 1794. 


LET Ob III. 
Mr. WorcesTtR to the Rev. Mr. Bancrorrt. 


DzczMBER 3d, 1794. 

Rev. Sir, EE | 

AS you are pleaſed to decline a compliance with 

my requeſt, that you would favour me with a Copy 

of your Sermon, on the ſubje& of EleRtion, for the 
: Preſs ; 


Preſs ; I take the liberty to requeſt your attention 
to a few obſervations reſpetting it ; which I hope 


will be diftated by as much candour, as characteriſed 
that diſcourſe. It would, indeed, have been much 
more agrecable to me, that you ſhould have granted a 
copy; that the ſubject might have been handled by 
an abler pen, and that miſrepreſentation and error 
might have been detected and expoſed, as publickly 
as it was delivered. But, as I cannot be gratified in 
this, I muſt obſerve, that there were ſome things, in 
that diſcourſe, which appear to me to be fo totally 
devoid of truth and candour, and ſo directly calcu- 
lated to miſlead thoſe, who are ignorant of, and inat- 
tentive to, the Calviniſtick ſentiments, reſpetting 
election, that they ought not to paſs unnoticed. 


It may not be amils to premile, that, though I can- : 


not be ſuppoſed to be under any temptation, wilfully 
to miſrepreſent your meaning, as you have the means 
of detettion in your own hands ; yet, as I rely upon 
my memory only, it is very poſſible I may not, in all 
inſtances, do you complete juſtice. Should I be 
guilty of any miſtakes, I ſhall be happy to be ſet 
right. | 
The firſt thing, in the Sermon, which I ſhall notice, 
is the aſſertion, That thoſe who advocate the doc- 
trine of election ſuppoſe, the number of thoſe, who 
will be ſaved, will be very ſmall, compared with that of 
thoſe, who will be loſt,” With reſpett to this, I ven- 
ture to ſay, in the molt unqualihed terms, that, ſo far 
as I am acquainted with the writings of Calviniſts, it 
is totally unfounded, and a groſs miſrepreſentation. 
It is indeed ſo far from being true, that ſome of the 
moſt 
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moſt diſtinguiſhed advocates for the doftrine of elec- 
tion, which this, or perhaps any other country, has 
produced, very explicitly avow the contrary, Prefi- 
dent Edwards intimates, that many more will be ſaved 
than loſt. Doctor Bellamy appears to ſuppoſe, that 
many thouſands, if not millions, will probably be ſav- 
ed to one who is loſt. And Dottor Hopkins ſays, 
in ſo many words, „Many thouſands will be faved, 
to one who will be loſt.” If this is ſuppoſing the 
number of the elect is ſmall, in compariſon with that 
of the noneleR, I ſhall be obliged to you, if you will 
furniſh me with terms, which will expreſs a contrary 
idea. | 
But, Sir, on ſuppoſition the affertion were true, I 
aſk, what evidence would it afford, that the doftrine 
of election is falſe ? For, I confeſs, I cannot ſee that 
it would furniſh any, unleſs every thing which is diſ- 
agreeable to human feelings, muſt therefore be ſuppoſed 
to be falſe. In the account givenus of the deſtruftionof 
the old world, the number of thoſe, for whom an ark of 
ſafety was provided, is very ſmall, compared with the 
millions who were probably ſwept off by the deluge. 
Muſt we therefore ſuppoſe the account is not*true ? 
The ſame obſervation may be made, reſpetting the 
account of the deſtruction of Sodom, &c. and nu- 
merous other events, recorded in hiſtory, facred and 
profane. It appears to me, that the aſſertion was 
neither more nor leſs than an artful appeal to the 
#aſſrons of your hearers, calculated to prejudice their 
feelings againit a doctrine, which you profeſſed to be 
diſcuſſing with candour ; and deſigned to carry a 
point, which it would have been more diflicult to 
B carry, 


AS. 
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carry, by arguments addreſſed to their underſtandings. 
And, certainly, when the feelings of either ſpeakers 
or hearers are wrought up to ſuch a pitch of enthu- 
fiaſn, as to be ready to “ relinquiſh all the conſola- 
tions to be derived from Chriſtianity,” rather than to 
embrace any particular ſentiment, it muſt be very 
manifeſt, that the moſt weighty arguments, grounded 
on the authority of icripture, in ſupport of ſuch ſen- 
timents, may be addreſſed to their underſtandings in 
vain. And that the moſt barefaced evaſions, will 
readily be ſwallowed, as ſufficient to overthrow ſelf. 
evident propoſitions. To ſuch a pitch, unleſs I mif- 
took your meaning, you certainly wrought up your 
own feelings (and probably wiſhed your hearers to 
follow you) before you entered upon a confideration 
of the arguments, which are adduced, in favour of 
the doArine you oppoſed. And, having made ſuch 
a declaration for yourſelf, and, as far as poflible, pre. 
pared the minds of your hearers to ſubſcribe it with 
you ; you propoſed to conſider the arguments drawn 
from the reſpective ſources, of the Divine Sovereign- 
ty, and the holy ſcriptures, in favour of the dottrine 
of election. 

Under the firſt particular, you made a number of 
obſervations, which no Calviniſt would oppoſe : But, 
on the whole, conſidered thoſe of that perſuaſion, as 
having treated the {ubjett in ſuch a manner, as to de- 
ſtroy the Moral Agency of Man. And even inſinu— 
ated, that it was one of their ſentiments, that men 
are not moral agents, Inno other light can I diſcov- 


er any propriety in the obſervation, That even 


the advocates for the dottrine of election allow, that 
the 


„ 


* 2 7 => r 
% 25 * e 1 os. — 5 . _ _ 
* » * o * r * p p = PC - K 1 ” 
a * a. - 4,9 * 3 - — . 1 Oy WL 
- 4 4 SP : > Ge id r 8 2 N by 8; - , 
- A * 7 #0 f N N <q 45 * Ft . * va y W . 8 g _— a 
3 n 3 . n 0 ” Tan x 4 pi * * PR SY [ 5 ik i Ba us; . — . 4 LS 
P F 3 r . 
a : BOWS OI 2 2 2 2 r — þ n jy 2 * f I 8 
* pg, RN —— _ So 4 — = . 3 FA * N.. ao - * — N * > Tz = A 1 a 
> . ME 4 . 9 * Fa HE" - 4 


8 


14 


— — — 


the general repreſentations of the Goſpel, are in fa- 
your of the moral agency of men,” and ſome other 
remarks in connexion with it. But, Sir, I believe 
you can hardly be ignorant that all Calviniſts inſiſt 
on the doctrine of Moral Agency, and ſuppoſe it per- 
fealy reconcileable with the doctrine of Election. 
You had, doubtleſs, a right to conſider the two doc- | 
trines as irreconcileable ; but you had no right to in- 
ſinuate, that it was an opinion of thoſe, whole ſenti- 
ments you were oppoling, 

It does not fall within the deſign of this Letter, to 
defend the doftrine of eleftion. Yet, as you were 
pleaſed to grant, very explicitly, that there is a pro- 
priety in ſuppoſing the Deity foreknows all future 
events ; you wilt permit me to aſk, whether any one 
individual can finally be admitted to the felicity of 
Heaven, whom the Deity did not, from eternity, 
know would be received to that happy ſtate ? Or 
whether, on the other hand, any one can ſuffer an ex- 
cluſion from the divine preſence, of whom this event 
was not eternally foreknown ? If not, the doftrine of 
perſonal elettion is eſtabliſhed, on a foundation, as 
immutable as the knowledge of God. I will obſerve, 
however, that the foreknowledge of God, reſpetting 
any future event, is not ſuppoſed to make the event 
certain ; but it proves that it is ſo, Nor is it of any 
conſequence to the argument, whether he knows 
theſe events by ntuztion, or by reaſoning from caſe 
to fed. Suffice it, that he xxows them. 


Your 
No argument, I apprehend, can poſſibly be more concluſive, Common ſenſe 


muſt ſee, and admit, its force, It is impoſſible even to conceive of an event's 


being infallibly forcknown, which will not certainly come to paſs. Mr. 
. | Bancroft, 
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Your profeſſed defign, under your ſecond propo- 
ſition, was, to conſeder the paſſages of ſcripture, 
which are, by ſome, ſuppoſed to favour the dottrine 
of election. But, inſtead of giving theſe paſſages a 
fair and candid conſideration, you mutilated and evad- 


ed 
Bancroft, and moſt others on his fide of the queſtion, acknowledge, that God did, 


from eternity, lilly foreknow every future event, No conſequence can be 
plainer, than that every future event, was, from eternity, infallibly certain, 1 

indeed, on no other ground, can it be made to appear, that God, and all his 
works, are perfect; or even that ſuch a Being exiſts, It is on this ground only, 
that the inviſible things of God are ſeen from the things which are made, If any 
events have taken place, contrary to the delign and purpoſe of God, ſurely ſuch 
events cannot evince his perfeftions. But if every event takes place, under the 
direction of infinite wiſdom, according to God's original plan, and is made to 
fubſerve the greateſt poſſible good; then, every event will, in the iſſuc of things, 
diſplay the infinite perfettions of Deity. 

Jo prove this fundamental doQine, The exiſlence of a SUPREME ETERNAL 
Gov, we have recourſe to theſe dictates of reaſon : That every thing which "has 
a beginning has a cauſe ; that no change can take place in any being or thing, 
without a cauſe ; that every cauſe, which is not eternal, is itſelf the effect of ſome 
prior caute ; that {econdary cauſes are abſolutely dependent on a firſt cauſe, tor 
all their power to operate; that the firſt cauſe muſt be eternal, becauſe it could 
not begin to exiſt, without a cauſe, and there could be no prior cauſe to give ex- 
iſtence to the fi cauſe, Upon theſe principles it is, that the inviſible things of 
God from the foundation of the world are clearly ſeen, being underſtood by the things 
which are made, even his ETzRnAL POW and Gopuzap, And on theſe privi- 
ciples we may infallibly prove the Divine exiſtence, from any effect we can per- 
ceive, whether external or internal: From things which are ſmall, as well as from 
things which are great ; ſrom the exiſtence of the ſmalleſt inſect, the ſhaking of 
a leaf, from a thought of the mind, or deſire gf the heart, as well as from the 
whole material ſyſtem. 
© But, if 1 ſhould ſay, that one event, or one thing, may take place, independ- 
ent of Divine efficiency, who will venture to fet the bounds where 1 may con- 
ſiſtently ſtop ; or draw for me the line of diſtinction, between events which take 
place by Divine efficiency, and thoſe which take place independent of God ? It 
one event may take place, without Divine efficiency, why not two, ten, or ten 
thouſand ? And why may not all things be accounted for in the ſame manner, 

„He who can demonſtrate that one event has been produced, without Divine 
agency, will meet with no difficulty to invalidate every argument, which can be 
advanced in proof of the being of a God, And he who denies the univerſality 
of Divine operation, has not, that I can ſec, an inch of ground left, open which 
he can conſiſtently diſpute an Atheiſt,” 


13 


& them. That I do you no injuſtice, by this obſer- 
vation, would be obvious to every candid mind, who 
would take the trouble to examine the ſubject, with 
but little attention. That your text, and ſome other 
verſes, in the chapter from which it was ſeletted, 
may bear the conſtruftion, which you gave them, I 
ſhall not diſpute. But, it appears to me to be very 


manifeſt, that thoſe verſes were introduced, by the 


apoſtle, as illuſtrations of the dottrine of particular 
perſonal elettion, And, that an election for national 
purpoſes, was not the whole of the apoſtle's meaning 
in the chapter, is very evident, from a number of 
verſes, which cannot poſſibly be conſtrued in that 
manner. Some of theſe verſes, with apparent deſign, 
you very fgrudently kept out of view. Had you 
barcly read the 16th, 17th, 18th, 22d, 23d, and 24th 


verſes of that chapter, as they are recorded in my Bi- 


ble, they would have furniſhed your hearers with ar- 
guments, againſt your conſtruction of the apoſtle's de- 
ſign, which no mere evaſions would have been ſuffi- 
cient to invalidate. But, inſtead of this, you only 
noticed ſuch particular paſſages as could be preſſed 
into your ſervice, and give your conſtruction the 
ſemblance of plauſibility, The violence done to the 
15th and 19th verſes, ſhould be particularly noticed. 
Theſe two verſes were placed upon the rack, and tortur- 
ed into a connexion, which the apoſtle never deſigned ; 
and which they will not bear, by any fair conſtruttion. 

Similar juſtice you did to the ſubjeRt, in treating 
of the xith chapter of the ſame epiſtle. The 4th and 
zth verſes of that chapter, would, alone, prove, that 


it was not a mere election, to be fayoured with di- 


vine 
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The ſeven thouſand, ſpoken of in the 4th verſe, were 
no more eletted, in that view of eleQion, than all the 
reſt of the ſame generation of the people of Iſrael. 

| Moreover, as your profeſſed deſign was to conkd- 
er the paſſages of ſcripture, which the advocates of 
the doctrine adduce in its ſupport ; your negleGing 
to mention other paſſages, certainly implied, that you 
had conſidered all, or at leaſt all of importance. But, 


you cannot but know, there are many other paſſages, 


which they conſider as of great importance to their 
ſcheme. Theſe, I ſuppoſe, were not to be eaſily rec- 
onciled with that favoutite notion of a national election. 

On the whole, it appears to me, the cauſe muſt be 
weak indeed, which cannot be ſupported, without 
having recourle to ſuch impotent auxiliaries as mant- 
feſt evaſions, and groundleſs aſſertions. 

To conclude. I renew my requeſt, that you would 
favour me with a copy. And, if the requeſt of an 
individual will not juſtify your appearing before the 
publick, as a writer on controverſial divinity, let me 
appeal to your benevolence and humanity. Surely, 
where there may be but a hope of reſcuing or preſerv- 
ing one fellow creature, from that agony, which you 
ſo pathetically mention, as what you ſhould ſuppoſe 
would be the conſequence of a belief of the dottrine 
of election, it muſt be ſufficient to induce you to ex- 
ert your influence in his favour. 

I am, Rev. Sir, your moſt obedient, 
And very humble ſervant, 
LEONARD WORCESTER, 

Rev. AARON BANCROFT, 
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TT FT MM IV. 
Rev. Mr. Bancrorrt to Mr. WorctsTeR. 


DzectmBEr 8th, 1794. 
S IX, 

YOUR acquaintance with the hiſtory of the doc- 
trine of irreſpective decrees muſt be ſmall, not to 
know, that its advocates have generally ſuppoſed the 
number of the reprobate greatly to exceed that of the 
elet. The contrary ſuppoſition, of the gentlemen 
you mention, is founded on calculations, reſpeQing 
the number of converts during the Millennium ; cal- 
culations, made without data, and which involve a 
natural impoſſibility. Aſk Dr. Hopkins, aſk any of 
his ſentiments, what proportion of men, who have had 
exiſtence, were elected.“ 

Will you, in your unqualified ſenſe, propagate in 
ſociety, that the preſent generation of men were, with 
the exception of one in a million or a thouſand, elect- 
ed, unconditionally, to ſalvation ? You then may be 
the grateful apoſtle of the ſons of diſſipation. 

Your alarm is well founded: The doctrine need 
but be ſtated to ſhock the ingenuous feelings of man.* 

The obſervations, upon the deſtruction of the old 
world, will not apply. Between the judgments of 
Heaven upon incorrigible offenders, and the rep- 
robation of men, there is the ſame difference, 
as between diſtributive juſtice and unprovoked 
cruelty. | 


The 


For the Reply, ſee Note I, pege 17. + See Note II. page 18. 
+ See Note III. page 18, See Note IV. page 19. 
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The term, moral agency, does not occur, in my 
Diſcourſe. I am not now to learn the Hopkinſian 
diſtinction, between natural and moral ability. The 
ſentence, to which you allude, was this: © The moſt 
diſtinguiſhed advocates of neceſſity allow, that the 
general repreſentations of the ſacred writers are in 
favour of liberty.” Had you comprehended the con- 
fiſtent language of a philoſophical neceſſarian, you 
would have PETER the pertinence of the obſerva- 
tion.* 

Under my ſecond propoſition, I mentioned, “ in ſo 
many words,” that I ſhould conſider thoſe paſſages of 
ſcripture, which are the ofteneſt adduced, in ſupport 
of the doctrine of irreſpedtive election, and adduced 
as the fulleſt authority. I fixed on a paſſage, which 
is proverbially in point. I eſtabliſhed a principle of 
conſtruction, which, in your candour, you acknowl- 
edge conſiſtent ; a principle, that invalidates the Cal- 
viniſtick argument. 1 followed the apoſtle in the 
chain of his reaſoning, and preſumed on the capac- 
ity of my audience to apply incidental obſervations. 
Theſe obſervations, with other paſſages of ſcripture, 
were omitted, not to evade their force ; but, becauſe 
the time allotted for a publick diſcourſe forbid a mi- 
nute commentary.t 

My objett was, to prove the doarine of irreſpec- 
tive decrees abſurd, irrational, and antichriſtian. 
The general ſatisfaction, with which the diſcourſe 
was received, and the particular effects it produced 
upon you, convince me, that my endeavour was at- 
tended with ſome ſucceſs.* 


The 
See Note V. page 20. + See Note VI. page 20. f See Note VII. page a8. 
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The impertinence of your conduQ, in this buſineſs, 
and the arrogant ſtyle of your letter, I paſs over, in 
compaſſion to your unacquaintance with the world, 
and to the intemperance of your zeal.“ 

Continue the cry of miſrepreſentation and evaſion 
of error and hereſy : But, trouble me with no more 
of your letters. I can employ my time in a much 
better manner, than to enter into a uſeleſs controver- 
ſy with you. 

Your humble ſervant, : 
AARON BANCROFT, 
Mr. L. WoRCESTER. 3 


REPLY to the preceding LETTER: 
0 


ALL this is nothing at all to Mr. Bancroft's pur- 
poſe. With a manifeſt deſign to caſt an odium upon 
the advocates of the dottrine of election, he aſſert- 
ed, in his Sermon, that they ſuppoſe the number of 
the nonclect greatly exceeds that of the elect. This 
is not true. It is, I believe, certain, that moſt Cal- 
viniſts, of the preſent day, believe, with Preſident 
Edwards, Dr. Bellamy, and Dr. Hopkins, that the 
number of thoſe, who will finally be ſaved, will great- 
ly exceed that of thoſe, who will be loſt. And could 
Mr. Bancroft prove, what he has only aſſerted, that 
this opNon is founded on © calculations made with- 
out data, and which involve a natural impoſſibility;“ 
till, it is their opinion; and he could not be juſtified 

C in 
* See Note VIII. page 26. + See Note IX. page 2g. 
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in publickly accuſing them of holding the contrary 
ſentiment. His aſſertion reſpected no particular 
age; and his attempt now to conhne it to thoſe, who 
| have already had exiſtence, inſtead of obviating, is 
only an evaſion of the charge of miſrepreſentation. 


0.7 © 1b 


THIS is ſingular. The doctrine, which Mr. Ban- 
croft repreſented as ſuppoſing, that the greateſt part 
of the human race would eventually periſh, was ſo 
very obnoxious, that, ſooner than believe it, he would 
relinquiſh all the conſolations of Chriſtianity ;” and 
yet, the contrary ſuppoſition, if applied to the preſent 
generation, muſt conſtitute its abettor © the grateful 
apoſtle of the ſons of diſſipation.” 


I. 


NO one will deny, that the doctrine of eleQion, 
ſtated in the language, and interſperſed with the miſ- 
repreſentations, of an Arian or Socinian, would“ ſhock 
the ingenuous feelings of man.” But Mr. Baycroft will 
pardon me, when J affirm, that his repreſentation of 
the doctrine had very little, if any, affinity, with 
that made by the advocates of it. What is there ſo 
very ſhocking, to the feelings of rectiſied minds, in 
the ſuppoſition, That the infinite wi/dom and knowl- 
edge of God, muſt neceſſarily enable him to foreſee ; 
that his infinite goodneſs and holineſs, muſt neceſſarily 
diſpoſe him to chooſe ; and that his infinite power, 
muſt enable him to effect, that ſyſtem of moral gov- 
ernment, over the univerſe, which, all things conſid- 


ered, 


9. 
ered, was abſolutely the beſt poſſible? That, in th 


full exerciſe of all theſe infinite and glorious perfec- 


tions, the Deity did, in fact, from eternity, adopt a 
ſyſtem. of government, abſolutely perfect, the iſſue of 
which, in all its parts, and with reſpect to all its ſub- 
jefts, he perfectly foreknew, and infallibly determin- 
ed ? What is there ſo very ſhocking, in the ſuppoſi- 
tion, that, © Known unto God are all his works, from 
the beginning of the world ?” That he © declares the 
end from the beginning, ſaying, My counſel ſhall 
ſtand, and I will do all my pleaſure ?” That © the 
counſel of the Lord ſtandeth forever; the thoughts 
of his heart to all generations? Or even, that © whom 
he did foreknow, he alſo did predeſtinate to be con- 
formed to the image of his Son,” 


1 


THE obſervations, reſpecting the deſtruction of the 
old world, will apply. Mr. Bancroft's objection to 
the doctrine of elettion, now under conſideration, 
was grounded on the ſuppoſed comparatively ſmall 
number of the ele& ; and the number of thoſe, pre- 
ſerved in the ark, was certainly comparatively ſmall. 
Beſides, nobody, 1 believe, ſuppoſes, that the non- 
clett are to be finally deſtroyed, but in the exerciſe 
of the moſt exemplary juſtice againſt incorrigible of- 
fenders. Let it be remarked, alfo, that it is at leaſt 
probable, from the repreſentations of ſcripture, that a 
very great part of the inhabitants of the old world, 
were among the reprobate, and are now ſuffering the 


miſeries of an excluſion from the divine preſence. 


This is certainly the caſe, too, with the inhabitants of 
Sodom 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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Sodom and Gomorrah, See 2 Pet. ii. 4, 5, 6, 9. 
«For if God 
ſaved Noah the eighth perſon, a preacher of right- 
eouſneſs, bringing in the flood upon the world of the 
ungodly ; and turning the cities of Sodom and Go- 
morrah into aſhes, condemned them with an over- 
throw, making them an enſample unto thoſe that after 
ſhould live ungodly ; the Lord knoweth how 
to reſerve the unjuſt unto the day of judgment to be 
puniſhed.” Jude, verſe 7.“ Even as Sodom and 
Gomorrah, and the cities about them, — are ſet 
forth for an example, ſuffering the vengeance of eter- 
nal fire.” This, perhaps, is ſufficient to evince, that 
& the reprobation of men, and the judgments of Heav- 
en upon incorrigible offenders,” are very nearly con- 
netted, and partake equally of the nature of “ dif- 
tributiye juſtice.“ | 


WOT. v. 


IT is of no conſequence, whether the term, Morat 
Agency, occurs in the Sermon, or not. Mr. Ban- 
croſt's repreſentation, if I underſtood it, was, that the 
Calviniſtick doctrine deſtroyed that liberty, which is 
neceſſary to conſtitute men accountable creatures. 
Fhis 1s, certainly, no opinion of theirs. And my 


idea would have been as happily expreſſed, by the 


term Human Liberty, as by that of Moral Agency. 


0 rn Vi. 


THE paſſage, which Mr. Bancroft ſelected for his 


text, was Rom, Ix, 11, 12, 13. (For the children 
being 


ſpared not the old world, but 
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being not yet born, neither having done any good or 
evil, that the purpoſe of God according to election 


might ſtand, not of works, but of him that calleth ;) it 
was ſaid unto her, The elder ſhall ſerve the younger. 
As it is written, Jacob have I loved, but Eſau have I 
hated,” 

It is, certainly, very evident, that the“ chain” of 
the apoſtle's reaſoning did not begin with this paſſage. 
There are ſome very important links in this chain, 
preceding the 11th verſe. And, however proverbi- 
ally this paſſage may be in point, taken in its connex- 
jon with what precedes and follows it, it is believed 
no perſon ever did, or ever would, think of endeav- 
ouring to eſtabliſh the dottrine of election upon it, 
without bringing the connexion into view. But, this, 
as obſerved in the letter, Mr. Bancroft very cautiouſ- 
ly avoided. 

The principle of conſtruction, which he attempted 
to eſtabliſh, was, that the election, here ſpoken of, 
was an elettion for national purpoſes. That the pol. 
terity of Jacob was to be diſtinguiſhed by the enjoy- 
ment of many national bleſſings, which were to be 
withholden from the poſterity of Eſau. Now, let any 
perſon candidly peruſe the firſt verſes inthischapter, and 
then believe, if he can, that it was on account of their 
being deprived of thoſe national bleſſings, by which 
they were diſtinguiſhed from the children of Eſau, that 
the apoſtle could wiſh himſelf accurſed from Chriſt, 
for his brethren, his kinſmen according to the fleſh. 
Does he not rather intimate, that theſe national bleſ- 
ſings, the adoption, the glory, the covenants, the law, 
the ſervice of God, the promiſes, and the coming of 
Chriſt, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
ö 


Chriſt, as concerning the fleſh, were the peculiar blef- 
ſings, by which that people were then diſtinguiſhed 
from all other nations? And that, notwithſtanding all 
theſe advantages, they were in extreme danger of fail- 


ing of the great ſalvation ? Not all of them, indeed: 


For, he would not be underſtood to mean, that “ the 
word of God had taken none effect.“ To ſome, it 
had been made the wiſdom of God, and the power of 
God, unto ſalvation. 

But, more clearly to evince, that it was no ſuch 
election for national purpoſes, of which the apoſtle 
was treating, it may be proper to attend to the chain 
of his reaſoning, which Mr. Bancroft ſays he followed. 
How far he did fo, will appear in the ſequel. It is 


true, that, after having made fome obſervations upon 


his text, he introduced the 14th and 15th verſes. 
« What ſhall we ſay then ? Is there unrighteouſneſs 
with God ? God forbid ! For he faith to Moſes, I 
will have mercy, on whom I will have mercy ; and 
I will have compaſſion, on whom I will have compaſ- 


| ion.” Here, again, he ſuppoſed the mercy and com- 


paſſion ſpoken of reſpected the Jews, with regard to 
national bleſſings. And this ſuppoſition comported 
with his conſtruttion of the preceding verſes. But 
here, let it be remarked, the form of expreſſion will 
by no means warrant this conſtruttion. I will have 
mercy on whom,” not on what nations, but, “ on whom 
I will have mercy.” No words could better expreſs 
the idea of individual perſonal election. Beſides, 
will it be pretended, even by Mr. Bancroft, that the 
paſſage here quoted from Exodus xxxiii. 19, original- 
ly reſpetied the beſtowment of national mercies on 

; the 
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the people of Iſrael ? “ And he ſaid, I will make all 
my goodneſs paſs before thee ; and I will proclaim 
the name of the Lord before thee ; and I will be 
gracious to whom I will be gracious, and will ſhow 
mercy on whom I will ſhow mercy.” Compare thts 
with other parts of the ſame, and the following chapter. 

But, to prove, beyond all controverſy, that it was 
a perſonal, and not a national, election, of which the 
apoſtle was treating, one of the © incidental obſerva- 
tions,” which Mr. Bancroft “ preſumed on the capac- 
ity of his audience to apply,” muſt be called into 
view. This is contained in the 16th, 17th and 18th 
verſes, “ So then, it is not of ni that willeth, nor 
of uin that runneth, but of God that ſheweth mercy. 
For the ſcripture ſaith of Pharaoh, Even for this ſame 
purpoſe have I raiſed the up, that I might ſhew my 
power in thee, and that my name might be declared 
throughout all the earth. Therefore hath he mercy 
on wuon he will have mercy, and wyom he will 
he hardeneth.” Theſe verſes, it is believed, Mr. 
Bancroft had no way of reconciling with the conſtruc- 
tion he put upon the preceding ones ; and theſe he 
was ſo careful as not to notice. Still, however, the 
three following verſes muſt be preſſed into his ſervice. 
Thou wilt ſay then unto me, Why doth he yet find 
fault? For who hath reſiſted his will? Nay, but, O 
man, who art thou that replieſt againſt God ? Shall 
the thing formed ſay to him that formed it, Why haſt 
thou made me thus ? Hath not the potter power over 
the clay of the ſame lump, to make one veſſel unto 
honour, and another unto diſhonour ?” That is, ſays 
Mr. Bancroft, hath not God power and a right to 

| raiſe 


24 
raiſe one nation to national proſperity and glory; and 
fink another into reproach and contempt.“ This, I 
think, was his idea ; though perhaps not his words. 
Here muſt be noticed the violence done to the 15th 
and 19th verſes. Theſe, I obſerved, in my letter, 
were tortured: into a connexion, which the apoſtle 
never deſigned, and which they will not bear by any 
fair conſtruction. This will clearly appear, by ob- 
ſerving, that it is only in connexion with the laſt 
clauſe of the 1Bth verſe, © Whom he will he hardeneth, 
that the objection, introduced in the 19th, appears to 
be at all pertinent, It has no poſſible connexion with 
the 15th verſe. For, it is hot made againſt God's 
having mercy on whom he will ; but to his hardening, - 
and then finding fault. This'objeQtion, I apprehend, 
Mr. Bancroft's whole diſcourſe was calculated to juſ- 
tify and defend. But, to this objection, inſtead of 
juſtifying and defending it, the apoſtle very ſharply 
replied, in the five ſucceeding verſes. The two firſt 
of which, as noticed above, Mr. Bancroft ventured 
to mention. But the three laſt furniſhed a few more 
&« incidental obſervations,” which he found it expedi- 
ent to truſt to the capacity of his audience to apply. 

% What 
It is very ſingular, that it ſhould be ſuppoſed, that the Deity has a right to 
make ſuch an important difference in the ſituation of different nations, and yet 
denied that he can conſiſtently make it, with reſpe& to individuals, It is not 
contended, I believe, that it was on account of their being ſo much better than 
the poſterity of Efau, that the Jews were ſo highly favoured, This objection, to 
his principle of conſtruction, if I rightly remember, occured to Mr, Bancroft, 
And it was no otherwiſe anſwered, that I recolleR, than by obſerving, that the 
purpoſes of God are in{crutable. But this anſwer would apply, with equal force, 
to a perſonal, as to a national election. 

Should any be ſurpriſed at Mr, Bancroft's preſuming ſo much upon the ca. 

pacity of his audience, it muſt be thoſe, who were never informed, that his whole 


lociety are lineal deſcendants from thoſe noble Chriſtians at Berea, who 88aRcu- 
AD THE SCRIPTURES DAILY, (0 ſee if things were ſo. 
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te What if God, willing to ſhew his wrath, and to 
make his power known, endured with much long ſut- 
fering, the veſſels of wrath fitted to deſtruQtion : And 
that he might make known the riches of his glory on 


the veſſels of mercy, which he had afore prepared un- 


to glory, even us, whom he hath called, nor or THE 
Jzsws ONLY, BUT ALSO OF THE GENTILES.“ It 
would, perhaps, exerciſe the gentleman's ingenuity to 
reconcile this paſſage, particularly the laſt clauſe of it, 
with his principle of conſtruction. 

The remainder of the chapter is equally in point, 
to prove, that it was not an election of the Jewiſh 
nation, to be diſtinguiſhed by the enjoyment of pe- 
culiar national bleſſings, of which the apoſtle was treat- 
ing; but that it was an election of individuals, from 
diferent nations, to be ſubjects of © the righteouſneſs 
which is of faith ;” © the children of the living God; 
and “ veſſels prepared unto glory.” This is the only 
point, which it is neceſſary to eſtabliſh : For Mr: 
Bancroft acknowledges, that the apoſtle was treating 
of an election, of ſome kind or other. But, he con- 
tends, that it was not a perſonal election. And, that 
he might eſtabliſh this point, and obviate objedtions, 
he obſerved, that he © ſhould confider thoſe paſſages of 
ſcripture, which are the ofteneſt adduced in ſupport 
of the doctrine of irreſpective election, and adduced 
as the fulleſt authority”. That he did this, I utterly 
deny. I have, unleſs I mifremember, mentioned above, 
all the verſes in the gth chapter of Romans, which he 
ventured to notice, viz. from the 11th to the 1: th 
incluſive, and the 19th, 20th, and 21ſt. And 1 chal- | 
lenge Mr. Bancroft to produce an inſtance, in which, 
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any Calviniſtick writer has adduced theſe verſes, as 


the fulleſt authority, in ſupport of the dodtrine of 
election, without calling their connexion into view. 
He mentioned, allo, the allegory of the olive tree, 
treated of in the xith chapter of the ſame epiſtle. This, 
he endeavoured to evince, reſpected an election of 
tae Jews, merely to be favoured with the light of di- 
vine revelation. But, as there is nothing, in the whole 
chapter, t favour this conſtruction, and as the 4th and 
th verſes alone invalidate it, I ſhall not abuſe the pa- 
tience of the reader, by exhibiting arguments againſt it. 

All the other paſſages, in the Bible, which Calvin- 
iſts adduce, he totally neglected to mention: But, 
ſome of them are much more to their purpoſe, and 
mult be conſidered as much fuller authority, than 
thoſe he did notice, eſpecially. in the mutilated man- 
ner, in which he introduced them. See, particularly, 
Rom. viii. 28, 29, 30. And we know that all things 
work together for good, to them that love God, to 
them who are the called according to his purpoſe, 
For whom he did foreknow, he alſo did predeſtinate, 
to be conformed to the image of his Son, that he 
might be the firſt born among many brethren. More- 
over, whom he did predeſtinate, them he alſo called: 
And whom he called, them he alſo juſtified : And 
whom he juſtified, them he alſo glorified,” Eph. i. 
2, 44,5- ©* Bleſſed be the God and Father of our Lord 
Jeſus Chrilt, who bath bleſſed us with all ſpiritual 
bleſſings in heavealy places in Chriſt : According as 
he hath choſen us in him, before the foundation of 
the world, that we ſhould be holy, and without blame 


before him in love: Having predeſtinated us unto 
the 
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GT 
the adoption of children by Jeſus Chriſt, according 
to the good plealure of his will.“ 2 Tim. i. g. 
« Who hath ſaved us, and call-d us with an holy 
calling, not according to our works, but according 
to his own purpole and grace, which was given us in 
Chriſt Jeſus, before the world began.” 1 Pet. 1. 1, 
2. Peter an apoltle of Jeſus Chriſt, to the ſtrangers 
ſcattered throughout Pontus, Galatia, Cappadocia, Alia, 
and Bithynia, elect according to the foreknowledge of 
God the Father, through ſanctification of the Spirit, unto 
obedience, and ſprinkling of the blood of Jeſus Chriſt.“ 

It is now ſubmitted, without reludtance, whether 
Mr. Bancroft did not keep the moſt weighty argu- 
ments, not only in other parts of the Bible, but even 
in the chapter from which he ſelected his text, entire— 
ly out of view. And, if he did, mult it not be grant- 
ed, even by his warmeſt friends, that he was guilty 
of che groſſeſt injuſtice, both to his fubjett, and to 
thole whom he was oppoling. That candour, that 
boundlels liberality, which the gentleman monopolizes 
to himſclf and a few of his friends, had it been in ex 
erciſe, could not but have prevented ſuch an uncan- 
did treatment of fo intereſting a ſubject. 

The ſuppoſition, that I acknowledge his principle 
of conſtruttion conſiſtent, did it not come from a ſu- 
periour, would not deſerve notice. He could not 
but ſee, from my obſervations that it was only by diſ- 
connecting ſome links of the apoſtle's chain of reaſon- 
ing from the reſt, that I ſuppoſed they might bear his 
conſtruction. And had he not a moſt peculiar facul- 


ty of deſtroying connexions, ſuch an obſervation could 


not have eſcaped his pen, 
NOTE. 
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VII. 


MOST extraordinary reaſoning ! A deſire that a 
Sermon ſhould be publiſhed, muſt, no doubt, be the 
ſtrongeſt evidence, that it ſucceſsfully expoſes the ab- 
ſurdity, irrationality, and antichriſtianity, of my own 
ſentiments! Equally concluſiye is the argument drawn 
from the ſatisfaQtion, with which the diſcourſe was re- 
ceived ! Herod, on a certain occaſion, had ſimilar 
evidence in his fayour. Upon a ſet day, Herod, 
arrayed in royal apparel, fat upon his throne, and 
made an oration unto them. And the people gave a 
ſhout, ſaying, It is the yoice of a god, and not of a man ?” 

O popular applauſe ! what heart of man 
Is proof againſt thy ſweet ſeducing charms ? 

The wiſeſt and the beſt feel urgent need 

Of all their caution, in thy gentleſt gales : 
But, ſwell'd into a guſt—who, then, alas! 
With all his canvaſs ſet, * # * * * * * 

$ + #### + * * can withſtand thy power? 
Praiſe, from the rivel'd lips of toothleſs, bald 
Decrepitude ; and in the looks of lean 

And craving poverty ; and in the bow 
ReſpeAful of the ſmutch'd artificer, 

Is oft too welcome, and may much difturb 
The bias of the purpoſe. . How much more 
Pour'd forth by BEAUTY /plendid and polite 
In language ſoft as adoration breathes.” 


O PE VIII. 


Should it be thought, that Mr. Bancroft is entitled 
to my gratitude, for paſſing over my impertinence 
and arrogance, in compaſſion to my unacquaintance 

| with 


— 
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with the world, &c. I will only remark, that thoſe 
expreſſions of reſentment and indignation, which have 


marked his own conduct, and that of ſome of his 
friends, but ill comport with their exerciſing, towards 


me, the ſpirit of forgiveneſs. 
N &- N 


This is, I believe, the moſt concluſive argument, 
contained, either in the Sermon or Letter. Mr. 
Bancroft probably felt, that it would be eaſier to com- 


mand, than to reaſon me into ſilence. 


ADDITIONAL 


ADDITIONAL REMARKS. 


A! no period, ſince the eſtabliſhment of Chriſtian- 
ity, has the queſtion, What is truth ? been 
more intereſting, than it is at the preſent day. The 
two ſchemes of religious ſentiments, which appear the 
moſt extenſively to divide the proteſtant part of the 
Chriſtian church, are Socinianiſm or Arianiſm, and 
Calviniſm. The former of theſe ſchemes has, very 
extenſively, if not very generally, taken the place of 
Arminianiſm; and is, perhaps, rapidly paving the 
way to be ſucceeded by the ſpread of Infidelity.* 
This is rendered at leaſt probable, by the confidera- 
tion, that avowed Deiſts find no difficulty in applaud- 
ing the publick Diſcourſes of Socinian or Arian 


preachers. 


* & Deriving virtue and vice from the ſame root, muſt eventually take away 
all worth from the former, and all evil from the latter, If they both are ſup- 
ported by a common principle, the difference of character muſt be mercly crrcume 

fantial, Little probability can remain, of the final ſeparation of the human race, 

in the world to come. If ſinners are guilty of nothing more than a miſtaken ex- 
ertiſe of ſelf. love, they ought rather to be pitied for their infirmity, than blamed 
for · their fault, Nothing more will be neceſſary to recover them to virtue, than 
a little purgatorial diſcipline, On this plan, fin does not appear to Reſerve VERA 
LASTING deſtruction from the preſence of the LoxD, and from the glory of his power, 
Much learning and criticiſm muſt be diſplayed, to force the Scriptures to ſpeak 
peace to the ungodly, It will be a wonder, if, when ſenſualiſts, of much diſcern 
ment, find that the eſſence of a Chriſtian temper is laid on ſuch ground, they do 
not calt off all reſtraint, and turn Deiſts. Such an eaſy converſion will clear them 
from the inconſiſtent and laborious talk, of bending the oracles of Gop, to ſup- 
port a ſyſtem of ſelſſhneſs. 
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preachers, - The ſentiments of Socinians or Arians, - 
and thoſe of Calviniſts, are ſo directly oppoſed to 
each other, that if both, or either, of the parties, pre- 
ſerve conſiſtency, no room can be found for ſcriptur- 
al chriſtian communion. For, nothing can be more 
plain, than that, of two oppoſite ſchemes of ſentiments, 
one or the other muſt be efentrally wrong. 

Here, I am ſenſible, I enter upon forbidden ground. 
To draw lines of diſtinction, and ſet up walls of ſep- 
aration, between different denominations of profeſſing 
Chriſtians, is, by ſome, conſidered as an odious bu- 
ſineſs. They are unwilling that this, that, or che oth- 
er, particular doctrine, ſhould be conſidered as eſ- 
ſential to the chriſtian ſcheme.* - But, if it can be 
evinced, that a gentleman of ſuch unlimited catholi- 
cilm, as Mr. Bancroft, has ſet the example; I, who 
make no pretenſions to that liberality, which throws 
down all diſtinctions, ſhall, doubtleſs, be excuſed for 
taking the hberty to follow him. 

This gentleman would have it believed,that he is wil- 
ling to embrace all denominations of profeſſing Chril- 
tians, in the arms of his communion. Vet, he could pub- 


liekly declare, that, ſooner than receive a doctrine, which 


reflects ſo much diſhonour upon the divine character, 
as the doctrine of election, he © would relinquiſh all 


the 


* « Amongſt thoſe who profeſs to believe the Bible, there are many, in this day, 
on both ſides of the Ailantich, who are for reducing all its doctrines to a level with 
the religion of nature, Publick diſcourſes of this kind, are, in reality, nothing 
more than ectures borrowed from Pagan moraliſts, chriſtened in modern times. 
Many {mart things, dignified by the uſe of Scripture phraſes, may be ſaid, con- 
ſiſtently with an undiſturbed conſcience, Where ſuch ſentiments generally pre- 
vail, the conteſt betwixt the ſermon and the houſe of mirth, will neither be long 
nor violent, The latter will ſoon gain the aſcendancy, and the walls of houſes 
erected for the worſhip of the Deity, will moulder in ſolitude,” 


...r 
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the eonſolations of Chriſtianity, and give up his hopes 
of ſalvation.“ Now, if this declaration means any 
thing at all, can it mean leſs than the following things: 
That (provided he does not miſunderſtand the doc- 
trine) if it could be proved, to his ſatisfaction, that 
the dottrine of election is a doctrine of the goſpel, 
he would renounce the goſpel, with all the conſola- 
tions it preſents ? That he hates, perfectly, that char- 
acter, with which thoſe, who advocate the dottrine of 
decrees, repreſent the Deity as being inveſted ; even 
ſo much, that he would not receive the ſalvation, 
which the goſpel preſents, at the hands of ſuch a be- 
ing ? And, conſequently, that, if they exhibit the true 
character of God, he perfectly hates the true character 
of God ? Leſs than this, I think i is obvious, it could 
not mean. But, from this, does it not undeniably 
follow, that the Being, whom he worſhips, and adores, 
and loves, as God, is, in his view, a very different 
Being, from him, whom Calviniſts worſhip, adore, 

and love, as God ? 

Let him, then, act conſiſtently. Let him openly, 
and not inſidiouſly, declare, that he views Calviniſts 
to be worſe than Infidels. In this light he certainly 
does view them, or he could not determine to relin- 
quiſh the conſolations of Chriſtianity, (that is, become 
an Infidel) rather than embrace the ſentiments of 
Calviniſts. But, has he yet opened the doors of his 
communion to avowed Infidels ? If not, can he con- 
ſiſtently do it to thoſe, whom he views to be worſe 
than they ? Has he not, then, himſelf, drawn a line 
of diſtinttion between his own denomination and 
Calviniſts, which, if they will be conſiſtent, muſt for- 

ever 
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ever keep them ah as to chriſtian commu- 
nion ? a 
It vill not be attempted, on the part of Calviniſts, 
to conceal, under the ſpecious ſhow of a liberality, 
which no man ever felt, or ought to feel, that they 
view the difference between them and Socinians or. 
Arians, as vaſtly important ; but it will be readily ac- 
knowledged. Nor is it ſo in reſpect to the dotirine 
of election merely. Some other things, therefore, 
which conſtitute an eſſential difference, I ſhall take 
the liberty to mention; and I requeſt that they may 
be read with attention, and decided upon with can- 
dour. For, they are not ſubjeRs of idle ſpeculation ; 
but they are doctrines, with which Chriſtianity muſt 
ſtand or fall. And if thoſe, who advocate either fide 
are right ; then thoſe, who advocate the other, are ef- 
ſentially wrong. | 

For inſtance : If it be true, that, by nature, all men 
are dead in treſpaſſes and fins ; that their hearts are 


* deceitful above all things, and deſpetately wicked; 


that every imagination of the thoughts of their hearts 
is evil, only evil, and that continually ; that there is 
none that doeth good, no not one : Then, certainly, 
that ſcheme of ſentiments, which repreſents men as 
being more inclined to good than to evil, to virtue 


- than to vice, muſt be eſſentially wrong. And this er- 


ror muſt be attended with the moſt dangerous delu- 
ton. For, if human nature is, what it is repreſented 
to be, in the paſſages above recited ; then men mult 
be convinced, that this is their actual ſituation, before 
they will feel the neceſſity of that renovation of heart, 
which the Bible repreſents as eſſential to their ſalva- 
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tion. They, who do not feel themſelves to be ſick, 


will not ſee the neceſſity of applying to a phyſician, 


Again: If it be a doctrine of the Bible, that, in or- 
der to the falyation of men, it was neceſſary that Je- 
ſus Chriſt ſhould make an infinite atonement for fin ; 
and that he actually did make ſuch an atonement, by 
the ſacrifice of himſelf ; Then, certainly, that ſcheme 
of ſentiments, which denies the neceſſity of any ſuch 
atonement, and that any ſuch was ever made, muſt be 
eſſentially wrong. | 

Moreover :; If it be true, that Jeſus Chriſt is ab- 
folutely a divine perſon ; that he and the Father are 
one ; that he is Alpha and Omega ; the Root, as 
well as the Offspring of David ; the true God and 
eternal life; God over all bleſſed forever; and that 
it is the duty of all men to honour the Son, even as 
they honour the Father: Then, without controverſy, 
that ſcheme of ſentiments, which brings the Saviour 
down to a MERE MAN, Or tO a MERE CREATURE, 
however holy and exalted, and refuſes to render him 
divine honour, muſt be eſſentially wrong. | 

Once more : If it be true, that it is by grace we 
are ſaved, through faith, and that not of ourſelves, it 
being the gift of God : Then, certainly, that ſcheme 
of ſentiments, which teaches us to rely on our own 


good endeavours, which, at the ſame time, are acknowl- 


edged to be attended with imperfection, muſt be ef- 
ſentially wrong. © Curſed be every one, who contin- 
ueth not in ALL things, written in the book of the 
law, to do them.” 

Should it be laid, that, as both theſe ſchemes of relig- 


ious ſentiments are, profeſſedly, eſtabliſhed on the 
| ſame 


35 


ſame foundation, the poly ſcriptures, it is difficult to 
determine which is "Tight : : It may be replied, that, 
for one of them, we can produce many expreſs dec- 
farations of ſcripture ; and, for the other, none at all, 

It is expreſsly ſaid, that there is none that doeth good, 
no not one: But it is no where ſaid, that men are 
naturally more inclined to good than to evil. It is. 
expreſsly ſaid, that without ſhedding of blood is no 
remiſhon ; and, of Chriſt, that he give himſelf a x ax- 


sou for many; and that he made his ſoul an ER 


for sIN : But it is no where ſaid, either that no ſuch 
atonement was neceſſary, or that it was never made. 
It is expreſsly ſaid, of Chriſt, This is the true God; 

and, Let all the angels of God worſhip him : But it 1s 
no where ſaid, ſpeaking of his divine nature, that he 
is not the true God, or that he is not to be worſhip- 
ped as ſuch. It is expreſsly ſaid, that it is by grace 
we are ſaved : But it is no where ſaid, that our own 
good endeavours entitle us to ſalvation. I add, it is 
exprelsly ſaid, of fome individual Chriſtians, that they 
were ele, according to the forcknowledge of God 
the Father: But it is no where ſaid, that no ſuch elec- 
tion is made. Is not the inſerence as clear as the 
ſun in the firmament, that one of theſe ſchemes of ſen- 
timents, is raiſed on the foundation of the apoſtles 
and prophets, Jeſus Chriſt himſelf being the chief cor- 
ner ſtone : And that the other is ſupported, only by 


affecting to be wile above what is written. WO 


unto them, who put light for darkneſs, and darkneſs 

for light.” 
Hard words are not arguments. It is eaſy for thoſe 
who pretend to a peculiar ſhare of liberality, to charge 
| their 
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"> abeig opponents with bigotry and ſuperſtition. e It may 
added, too, without difficulty, that a ſuperſtitious 

man is worſe than an infidel. The dofttine of elec- 

tion; in particular, may be repreſented as blaſphemous. 

But, all this will not avail... “ To the LAw and to 

the TESTIMONY. If they ſpeak not according to 
theſe, it is becauſe there is no light in them.” Let, 
then, theſe oppolite ſchemes of ſentiments, be tried, 

by this unerring ſtandard ; and let that, which will 


bear this trial, be received; and the other rejetted, 
L. W. 


| - 
* There are ſome preachers, at the preſent day, who, cither becauſe they feel 
themſelves very inadequate to the taſk of defending the ſentiments they advance, or 
for ſome other reaſon, endeavour to rock their people aſlecp, in the cradle of ſe- 
curity, by continually inculcating the opinion, that it is ot little conſequence what 
particular ſentiments men embrace, provided they conſcientiouſly act conforma- 
bly to them, No method could poſſibly be adopted, better calculated to ſilence 
the remonſirances of conſcience, and to lead people to treat the intereſting doc- 
- tines of the goſpel with total indifference and neglect. And one ſuch preacher 
may do more to prevent the genuine influence of Chriſtianity, upon the hearts and 
| lives of men, and to fink its facred inſtitutions into general contempt, than the 
united efforts of all the boaſted champions of Infidelity. No ſgntiments are of- 
ten obnoxious to the ſevere animadverſions of theſe time ſerving latitudinarians, 
except ſuch as are a little more rigid, and make the road to heaven a little more 
narrow, than their own : Though it is difficult for them to find language, by which 
thele ſentiments can be deſcribed in terms ſufficiently odious, It may, however, 
he a matter of ſerious inquiry, whether they are actuated by a fingle ſpark of 
that holy zeal, which influenced the apoſtle to ſay to the Galatians, ** Though we, 
or an angel from heaven, preach any . goſpel unto you, than that we have 
preached unto vou, let him be accurſ 
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